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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 704(b). 
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2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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1 The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bright (4,761 ,232) in view of Coombes et al. (5,290,494). Bright discloses the basic 
claimed process for preparing a porous material having interconnected pores including 
(1 ) dissolving a polymer and a low molecular weight oligomer in an organic solvent to 
form a polymer solution (column 2, lines 33-39 and column 4, lines 17-26), and (2) 
exposing the polymer solution to a coagulant to form the porous material, wherein the 
low molecular weight oligomer is soluble in the coagulant, and the polymer is insoluble 
in the coagulant. Bright teaches the practice of this process using PVC, rather than a 
bioresorbable polymer. However, Coombes et al. teach the aspect of forming a porous 
material by using a coagulating step with a solution including a bioresorbable polymer. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to practice the process of 
Bright while using a bioresorbable polymer, as taught by Coombes et al., since 
Coombes et al. have demonstrated the usefulness of forming porous structures from a 
bioresorbable polymer. 

The solution of Bright effectively forms a perform, as in claims 2 and 27, since it 
is cast onto or into a macroscopic, porous substrate. This substrate acts as a mold 
surface, as in claim 3, and as a container, as in claim 4. Coombes et al. teach or 
suggest a drying step, as in claims 5-7 and 27, at column 5, line 67 to column 6, line 3, 
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and Bright teaches drying at column 2, lines 60-62. Coombes et al. teach or suggest 
the use of a polymer, as in claims 8-1 1 (note column 6, lines 29-31). Bright teaches or 
suggests an oligomer, as in claims 12 and 13, and specifically discloses the use of 
PEG, as in claim 14, at column 4, lines 22 and 23. Bright also teaches the use of DMF, 
as in claim 15, at column 4, lines 20-21 , and the prior art suggests formulations within 
the ranges of claims 1 6-18. Bright teaches the use of water as a coagulant, as in claim 
19, at column 2, lines 39-62, and since Bright teaches an embodiment which includes 
the presence of a diluent alcohol at column 6, lines 10-15, the coagulant would 
inherently become a mixture, as in claims 20-22 and 26. Bright teaches or suggests 
further washing, as in claim 25, in column 3, and operating temperature ranges, as in 
claims 23 and 24, would be readily determined through routine experimentation by one 
of ordinary skill in the art, based on physical properties of constituents involved in the 
process. 

3. Applicants' arguments filed October 7, 2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Applicants 1 arguments are considered to be moot by the 
examiner based on the revised ground of rejection introduced in this Office action. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Allan Kuhns whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1202. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Thursday from 7:00 to 
5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina Johnson, can be reached on (571) 272-1 176. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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